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THE REAL REASON BEHIND THE TROTSKYIST "LIQUIDATIONS" 


/ HEN THY TROTSKYISTS FORMED the 
Workers Party in December 1934 
“they expressly stated in an offic- 
fat document that "the revolutionary 
party must at all times mainsain its 
Own political ana organizational integ- 
rity and indersndence" (Workers Party 
of the U.S. - Declaraticn of Principles 
- The Militant, Dec. 8, 1934. Our em 
phasis—L.L.) 


The principle of independence of 
a revolutionary party was often stress-— 
ed in publik speecnes hy the leaders of 
the Workers Party and in the Farty's 
publications. "Tt is always essential 
for the revolutionary Party to maintain 
its political and organizstional indep- 
endence" they reiterated in the New In- 
ternational, October 1925, p.181. Con- 
cerning the nature of the S)sLlalist 
Party they stated in the Workers Party 
Declaration of Principles: "The Social- 
ist Party is not a party of revolution 
but of reformism and pacifism." 


And in the April 18, 1936 issue of 
the New Militant, John West, writing on 
the attitude revolationists must take 
regarding Social Democracy ponned these 
clear words: 


"It is necessary not merely to 
understand that s ocia l-democratic 
reformism is bankrupt, but,positive- 
ly, +o break sharply from social- 
democracy." 


When six weeks later the Trotsky~ 
ites, including John West, leisurely 
joined the ranks of social democracy, 
their preter.tions to Leninism melted 
away. They concretely demonstrated 
that they did not take soriously a 
single word of what they themselves 
wrote about the charucter of Social De- 


-mocracy and the 


alii 


the 


necessity "to break 
sharply" from it. They showed that all 
their resounding "revolutionary" talk 
about a rovolutionary party maintaining 
"its own political and organizational 
integrity and independence" was a dem 
agegic tribute opportunists pay to Len- 
inist principles. They indicated 
through their liquidation of the Work- 
ers Party that ita Bolshevism was but 
a mythical entity. Last but not least, 
their action, despite the vigorous dis- 
play of "Marxist" phraseology and sham 
strusglo against Social Democracy and 
Stalinism raised serious doubts in the 
minds of many workers as to the validi- 
ty of tac Trotskyite leadership's claim 
to Bolshevik integrity and political 
independence. 


Indeed, at its source and in its 
continuous development the Trotskyist 
leadersnip at no time led an independ 
ent political cxistence. Up to 1934 
they officially regarded themselves ag 
a faction of the Stalinist Comintorn 
and clamored for readmission. Finding 
this course definitely barred, although 
for certain reasons firmly remaining 
tied t> Stalinism (Seo IN DEFENSE OF 
BOLSHLVISM #3), they made a sharp turn 
towards ,Social Democracy. In framing 
the arguments for the French orienta 
tion, Trotsky completely abandoned Len- 
in's thesis on Social Democracy that it 
is a petty—bourgeois party serving imp- 
erialism and gave the following anti- 
Bolshevik evaluation: 


"The destiny of the proletariat 
depends, in large measure, in our 
epoch, upon the resolute manner with © 
which tho social~democracy will suc- 
ceod in the brief interval which is 
vouchsafed it by the march of devel 
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opment, in breaking with the bourg- 
eois state, in trunsforming itself 
and in preparing itself for the dec- 
isive struggle aguinst Fascism." 
(The New International, September- 
October, 1934.) 


Henceforth politically the Trot-— 
skyist fountains of "revolutionary 
purity" were contaminated with both 
Stalinist and reformist bacteria. 


Having set forth the utopian task 
of transforming centrisr into Bolshe- 


vism, Cannon and Co. entered the Soci- 
alist Party; and after hibernating 
there for about a year and a haif they 
were expelled. Thus the American Trot- 
sxyites again became independent by 
compulsion. 

Given no choice, Cannon and hia 


friends with much fanfare and trumpet- 
ing proclaimed the arrival upor the Am 
ericun scene of a new, truly "Bolshe- 
vik" party—the Socialist Workers Party. 
Much laoor was expenaei in working out 
the Declaration of Principles, funds 
were cOllected and a weexly organ vas 
launched, tke publication of The New 
International was resumed and the Soci- 
alist Workers Party in all seriousness 
—in so far as the honest members were 
concerned—was Yrigged out for a life- 
and-death fight againss Stalin, Love~ 
stone, Norman thomas and above all ag~ 
ainst American imperialism. How remin- 
isgcent of the early Gays of the Workers 
Party — may it rest in peace! 


Put inexhaustible,it seoms, is the 
Pandora's box of oprortunist wonders. 
No sooner did the Trotskyite lcadors 
strut triwuaphuntly forward in their ro- 
furbished familiar armor to "challengo" 
the onemies of the masses, than tueir 
sharp eys caught sigut of un attractive 
roformist morass— tne American Labor 
Party—and a tender spot was touched in 
their hearts. They resolved to induce 
their followers to enter the Amorica n 
Labor Party. Were Camion and his col- 
leagues Marxists and the Socialist Wor- 
kers Party a Bolshevik Party,they would 
propose the. entry into the A.L.P. of a 
number of their members to establish a 
fraction inside this reformist strong- 
nold with a view to facilitating the 
task of battering it dow by blows from 


without, maintaining at the same timo 
the independence of their own organiz- 
ation. Instead, Cannon and Co. have 
made a move closely paralleling the one 
in 1935 which led to the liquidation of 
tne Workers Party. To cushion the shock 
anc prevent the loss of their members, 
Cannon and Co. veiled their new react— 
jonary step with a "Marxist" justific- 
ation which they labelled "The Decline 
of American Capitalism and the Revolu- 
tionary Transitional Program for the 
Next Period", 


It would be a perfectly futile oc- 
cupaticn to attempt to call to the at- 
tention of Cannon and iis opportunist 
co-workers the fact that in the present 
epech, wien capitalism is on the dec- 
line, only the formation of a revolu- 
tionary party cen he regarded as a pro- 
gressive Caveloyment. No amount of ar- 
gaumcntation could make them admit, once 
their conecious purpose is out of har- 
Mnouy itu trutsg, that yin the pened oF 
imperialist wars and proletarian revo- 
lution a Labor part; is nothing bus a 
rachine for the vresorvation of capit- 
alism. For years onvportunists of dif- 
ferent stripes have been promoting the 
idea of a Labor party. For years Love- 
stone has deon kecping alive the fraud 
that the Americun workers need a "Labor 
party" to strug:le for their interests. 
Staiinism invariably advances this pen- 


etrating ploce of faxery overy time it 
exccutes a turn to tne Right. And when 


Browder returnee from mwescow in 1935 
GH anise brogenly deracceve mannier 
Geclarei "Woe rust clange cur ne.ative 
position towards the Labor party quest— 
jon" (Daily Worker, Januerv 19, 1935), 
the Trotskyite leaders showea that they 
are quite aware of the fact that the 
whole hullaowloo atout the rise of Lab- 
or parties today as being a prosressive 


factor is in reality a vicicus decep- 
tion of the workers. They declared 


that Marxists have no business in help~ 
ing to build Labor particss 


Vor, welt sie mo 


the business & 
the revolutionary Marxists,.a_b ove 
all in the present stage of the rel- 
atkonship betwoen capitalist disint~ 
egration and social 
dinitiate or to help 


rotors ye nto 
organize and 
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another party for tho ‘second class 
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citizens’, for the 'backward work. 
ers', a ‘Labor! party, 1.6. a third 


capitalist ty, even if composed 
predominantly of workors." M. Se, 
The New International, March 1935, 
p- 36. Emphasis in original.) 


And although 
views and outright 
tions on a whole 
the Trotskyites 
that 


holding incorrect 
opportunist posi- 
sories of questions, 
quite correctly stated 


" ..e2..0as all history proves, a 
Labor party, even when it has a gen- 
uine trade union base, is a reform 
ist party and nothing else can be 
expected from it......Its main func- 
tion would be +t0 canalize the 4dis- 
contont of the working class into 
more or less futile reformist en- 
deavors and to swerve the movement 
from the revolutionary path." (Arne 
Swabeck, The New Internaticnal, 
Ausust 1935, p. 146.) 


It required throe more years of 
universal capitalist decay and intense 
crisis which has brourht the world to 
the brink of a new imperialist war, for 
the Trotskyite leaders to cast over- 
board the correct view on the Labor 
Party. Precisely at this grave histor- 
ical hour the labor agents of Amorican 
imperialisum have founded a Labor party 
which is a com in the vast political 
machine of Wall Stroet—a fact patent 
to every revolutionist. But the Trot- 
skyitce leaders in their "theoretical 
analysis" have cistorted the real mean- 
ins of this reactionary devclopront 
within tho American workingclass. They 
brazenly call ita "prorressive move- 
ment" and declare that "tne problom of 
creatin= a labor party is placed upon 
tac order :f the day through the whole 
course of development.” (Internal 
Bulletin #2, pe 17.) 


Not for the workers but for the 
Amorican bourgeoisie and its labor 
lieutenants is the questior of having a 
functioning Labor party definitely on 
the order of the day. This refornist 
engine will Se brought into play in the 
next war, and should the capitalists 
come to the decision that Fascism is an 
unavoidable necessity, the Labor party 
will help paralyze the workers while 


Wall Street effects the change of rulo. 


It is a Leninist axiom that no 
opportunist party, not evon the Leftist 
of them, can pursue independent labor 
politics. The Briéish Labor Party, the 
Russian Mensheviks, the Social Democ- 
ratic parties of Germany, Austtia and 
other countries, in tne most critical. 
situations never broke their ties with 
the capitalist state, but rather vigor- 
ously backed the bourgeoisic in its 
desperate attempt to contime its dom 
ination. Under the pressure from the 
Right, German Socialists voted confid- 
ence in Hitler. Bending to the revolu-~ 
tionary storm of 1919 tho German Social 
Democracy agreed to the Soviet form of 
government but went ahoad with the for- 
mation of the bourgeois parliament ary 
republic, thus saving German capitalism 
and laying the basis for the Fascist 
regime. Any party which is not the 
party of proletarian revolution is at- 
tached to and dependent upon the capit- 
alist class politics. 


But the Trotskyite leaders reject 
this Loninist truth which nas been con- 
clusively proven by the entire history 
of the strugzloe between the bourgeoisie 
ani the proletariat. They deceive 
their followers with the fable that 
political independence of a labor party 
is possidles 


",.....a8 against the present at- 
tempts of the burocracy tc subordin- 


ate tac workers to the Democratic 
Party, wo countorpos? tho slogan of 
indspondont labor political action 
through a labor party." (Internal 
Bulletin #2, p. 15.) 

Tho crass opportunism of Cannom 


and Co. ‘is further strikingly shown in 
thoir plodging all their strongth to 
push tho labor party on tho road of in- 
depsndence. In plain words, thoy have 
plottod to squander the onorgios of 
thoir trusting followors in tho labors 
of crecting wir-castlos on tho sands of 
illusion. 


“Ws are now confronted with tho 
nocossity of concretizing this gon- 
oral point of viow and of taking a 
Qircet part in tho prosont develop- 
ing movement for a labor party and 
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of working with all our strength to 
push it on the road of independ 
ence."(Internal Bulletin #2, p. 15.) 


Concealing the fact cited by thom 
before, that essentially the prosent 
movement for a labor party is reac- 
tionary, that "as all history proves, a 
labor party...eis a rofornmist party and 
nothin« olse can be expected from it.." 
Cannon and Co. at length introduce a 
perfectly obvious dupery. In skilfully 
carved phrases which would call forth 
admiration even from such an adr oit 
manipulator as Earl Browler, they un- 
blushingly declare: 


"The Socialist Workers Party ad- 
vances its program of transitional 
demands in order to fructify the 
mass movement in favor of a laocor 
party and lead it in a revolutionary 
direction." (Ibid., pe 17.) 


ho wizardry Cannon and his col- 
leagues displayed in carrying through 
the liquidation of the Workers Party is 
being repeated in the work of finishing 


off the Socialist Workers Party. Then 
it was: 
"We obligate ourselves to work 


loyally and devotedly to build the 
Socialist Party into a powerful, un- 
ited organization in tne revolution- 
ary strugzlo for Socialism." ( Now 
Militant, June 6, 1936.) 


"lead" the 
Win a 


Now it is "push" and 
bourgeois Labor party movemont 
revolutionary direction" 


In their official publications the 
Trotskyite paladins in America with 
Windy enthusiasia emphasize their oppor 
tunism: 


"..eeeewe are positively in favor 
of the political organization of the 
American workers as a class,that is, 
of a Labor party......it is sntirely 
correct, however, and fruitful for 
our movement, to fight at the con- 
ference for a candidate put forward 
by labor itself, for a Labor party, 
organized and controlled by the wor- 
kers." (James Burnham,Max Shachtman, 
The New International, Auzust 1938. 
Our ompiasis.) 


This outrageous deception is writ- 
ten plainly for all thinking workers to 
recojnize. Even the Bolshevik Party 
and the First, the Second and the Third 
Internationals were not organized by 
the workers but by groups of revolu- 
tionists most of whom were not of the 
working class. As to reformist parties, 
they are being organized and controlled 
by opportunist leaders, lackeys of cap- 
italism. To state that the burocratic 
candidates of a bourgeois Labor party 
are put forth “by labor itself" is to 
spread the worst sort of politi cal 
ewindle. 


A revolutionist speaking to work- 
ers is duty-bound to enlighten thom 
that only that party can they call 
their ovm which leads them to struggle 
for liberation from wage slavery. This 
understanding must be firmly fixed in 
mind. The revolutionist must make it 
plain that every party which is not 
Bolshevik is invariably an instrument 
sorving the capitalist oxploiters and 
in one way or .nothor helping thom pre- 
serve capitalism. A non-Bolshevik party 
the workers mist be taught never to 
consider as their owm. Clarity on this 
mattor is of suprems importance to the 
workers. But opportunists within the 
yjrolotariat becloud and pervert this 
fundamental Leninist thesis. The Stal-~ 
inists during the Right zigzag with 
easy cynicism assist the reformist fak- 
erg to corrode the minds of the workers 
with the poisonous notion that a Labor 
party is the “workers om." At the 
close of the first Rightist zigzag they 
wrote— 


"There is but one way to end the 
visible and invisible capitalist ty-— 
ranny and that is for the workers 
and farmers to send both capitalist 
parties to the scrap hoxp, organize 
their ovm farmer-labor party on a 
class basis,fight for the establish- 
ment of a workers! ond farmots! rep~ 
ublic, and set up a proletarian dice 
tatorship to take over the indust- 


ries and natural resources." (Daily 
Worker, April 4, 1924.) 
In 1935, the second Rightist 


swing, this was repeated: 


“Waile ficehtine for mora relief, 


5 
and lower prices, 
the people must organize their Own 
Farmer-Labor Party as the only 
trustworthy weapon against the pred 
atory interests." (Daily Worker, No- 
vember 23, 1935. Our omphasis,) 


for higher wages 


And after the Seventh Congress: 


"Toward a Labor Party. The work- 
ers must Lave a political narty of 
their: ovmeuyAs Labor Party. .ose" (Th. 
Weinstone, Daily Worker, March 18, 
1937. Our emphasis.) 


The synthetic "Bolsheviks" Burn— 
ham end Snachitman, instead of exposing 
the charlatanism of the Stalinists and 
of the reformist agents oF Wall Street, 
and instead of warning the workers age 
ainst the pitfall latolled “Lavor Part- 
y, your ow," actually lend support to 
this vicious falsification: 


"We gay to the workers: You want 
to break fron thio Capitalist parties, 
to FORM A PARTY OF YOUK OWN? EKe- 
celient! That is a stop forward..." 
(The New International, Aveust 1938, 
Pe 229.) 


Burnham and Shachtnun realize that 
their followers know that tne proletar- 
lat cannot take power throws: a revorm 
ist propram. They, tierefors, at verpt 
+0 veguide thcir - membership. with, a 
pseudo-Marxist "proj.raum of revolutionary 
transitional deands.....Jf tuo .orkors 
do not adopt it as a whole, or at ll, 
we continue to give support to Lai 
oriparty,- but, critical, support." 


Caine) 
doy 


istory 2s thos. tes tins) -scround of 
policios, ana history aas alreaiv ab- 
undantly rocorded how the Trotsiqites 
through tucir. “criticel" support. as- 
sisted Stalin in dcliverin: the German 
masses to Hitler. In goin; over the 
records of "critical" su,port givon by 
"ravolutionists" to roaction’ the ines- 
capable conclusion is that such policy 
is treacherous and countor-reviolut ion— 
ary 


But it is highly instructive to 
discuss some Of tho saliont feutures of 
the "progran of revolutionary transi- 
tional demands," a program, waich, the 
Trotskyite leaders assert, is intended 


to reform reformism, or in their own 
words,"to advanco the Labor party move~ 
mont toward class struj:clo and not 
Class collaboration." 


Of cardinal importance, every rev~ 
Olutionary worker will agros, is the 
question of the State, the problem of 
government. 


It is worth noting that since Len-~ 
in's doath, and osyacially since the 
"Seventh Congress" of Stalin's Comin- 
tern £46 distortion of ths teachings of 
Marx and Leniz on the vital gvestion of 
State power has beon the principal pur~ 
suit of the planet's choicest “revolu- 
tionary" hypocrites and swindloers. 


A State can be oither bourgedis or 
proletarian. Any political forece, any 
fovornmont which is boins; institutod in 
the sort Of powor not upon the basis of 


shatterin.: the capitalist state is a 
Capitalist government. Theres: is - no 
mnidiie, snow transition government 


from the dictutorship of tho tourcsoisie 
to the dictatorship of the prolotariat. 
The Laoor government of Enzland, the 
socialist sovernmentsof Gormuny, Aus t- 
ria and other countrics were nothing 
but vourgeois fovernmuients furthoring 
the interests of capitalism. 


Waen Lonin spoke of workers and 
peasants (cr farmers) power, ho rezard~ 
od this. fornmlation synoni:ous with 
that of the dictatorship of the prolet- 
Axi ¢ 


"Soviet powor assists tho 

Struc log) wits th landlords and 
Capitalists. That is the reason why 
novict power is called workers-poasants 
power....thore is no midile. is 
moO choice’ cithor the power of the wor- 
kers ani peasants or the power of the 
ewitealists and landlords!" 
Collected Works Vol AVI de 303) 


toilors, 


Theze 


(Lenin 
9 


Trotskyist leaders quite readily 
and without the slightest reservation 
rocoxmize that the aritationsl term 
Workers! ana Farmors! Government mean s 
tho Dictatorship of the Prolcturiat. 
They stato: 


"Trig formula, ‘Workers an“ Farm 
ers Government', first appeared in 
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the agitation of the Bolsheviks in 
1917 and was dofinitoly accepted af- 
ter the October Insurrection. In 
the final instance it represented 
nothing more than the popular des- 
ignation for the already sstablished 
dictatorship of the proletariat." 
(Internal Bulletin #1, p. 18:3) 


The statement above is distinct, 
is entirely free from anything that 
would dim or obscure its content. But 
only a couple of pages further, in 
faithful accord with their traditional 
contradictoriness,confusion and defile- 
ment of Bolshevism, they attempt to 
span the gap between truth and untruth 
and proceed to whisper strange legends: 


"Of all parties and organizations 
which base themselves on the workers 
and poasants and speak in their name 
we de.and that they break political- 
iy fra. the bourgeoisie and enter 
upon the road of struggle for the 
workers and farmers government. On 
this road we promise them full sup- 
port against capitalist reaction." 
(Internal Bulletin #1, p. 20. Our 
emphasis. ) ; 


Instead of telling the workors 
that never will Social Domocracy, Stal- 
inism, Anarchism “enter upon the road 
of struggle for tne workers and farmers 
government" that is, for the dictator-— 
ship of the proletariat, instoad of 
pointing out that theso anti- 
Marxist forces within the workers camp, 
particularly Stalinism, promote rea c- 
tion, the Trotskyites give rise to a 
deadly illusion. 


"Is the creation of such a gov—- 
ernment by the traditional workers 
organizations possible? Past exper- 
lence shows, as has already been 
stated, that this is to say the least 
highly improbable. However,one can- 
not categoricully deny in advance 
the theorotical possibility that, un 
der the influonce of completely ex- 
ceptional circumstances (war,dcfeat, 
financial crash, mass revolutionary 
preasure, etc.) the petty bourgeois 
parties, including the Stulinists 
may go further than they themselves 
wish along the road to a breuk with 
the bourgeoisie. In any case one 


thing is not to be doubted: oven if 
this highly improbable variant some~ 
whore at some time becomes a reality 
and the ‘Workers and Farmers Govern— 
ment', in the above mentioned sense, 
is established in fact, it would re- 
presont merely a short episode on 
the road to tho actual dictatorship 
of tho proletariat." (Intornal Bull- 
etin #1, Pe ele Our emphasis. 


Hore is a vivid example of the pe- 
culiar pattern of Trotskyist distor- 
tions, ideological chaos and outright 
emasculation of Leninism. It is diffi- 


cult to imagine a more hopeless tangle 
than the one the Trotskyist leaders 
present, and yet, it must be kept in 


mind that they are no amateurs in poli- 
tics. Instoad of unequivocally stating 
that the ostaublishment of the workers 
and farmers govornment (dictatorship of 
the proletariat) by "traditional work 
ers organizations" is absolutely out of 
the question, Cannon and Co. leave a 
loophole by asserting that it is “high- 
ly improbable." Instead of forewarning 
the workers and forearming them with 
Leninist clarity, the Trotskyite lead- 
ers spread the lethal poison that cro- 
ation of a workors! and farmers! govern- 
ment by the Stalinists and Social Demo- 
cracy, these perpetrators of unexampled 
treachery and betrayal, "somewhere at 
some time becomes a reality." Only a 
fow paragraphs above they speak in 
plain words that: 


"Tho expertence of Russia demon- 
strated and the expericnce of Spain 
and France once again confirm that 
even under very favorable conditions 
the parties of petty bourgeois denoc— 
racy (SR's, Social Domocrats, Stal- 
inists, Anarchists) are incapable of 
creating a government of workers and 
peasants, that is, a government ind- 


ependent of the bourgeoisio." (Int- 
ernal Bulletin #1, p. 20. Our emph— 
asis.) 

The Trotskyites advance the "new" 


and "striking" idea that a war crisis, 
defeat, mass pressure, will push oppor- 
tunism towards the revolutionary path. 
As amatter of fact the exact opposite 
is true. Social Democracy is insepar~ 
able from the bourgeois State, as the 
entire war and post-war period conclus— 


a a 


ively established. As to Stalinism, its 


basic line within the intsrnational 
proletariat is to pxevins proletarian 
revolution. An¢c it is toccely at che 


moment when ths capitalist clare faves 
the grave emergence, o1 war.and vae con~ 
flict of class interests Secemes inten- 
sified to a marked degree leasing toa 
revolutionary crisis, tnat reactionary 
Stalinism and Social Democracy, stesped 
in crime and bespattered with toilers! 
blood, "go further than the ye themselves 
wish esos the road" not to ytrois-bat 
towsrds closer cooperation w “i th the 
bourgeoisie. Russia, Gerriany, Austria, 
China and Spain have proved this veyond 
the peradventure of a doubt and io am- 
ount of wishful lying and tricky verbi- 
age can alter this incontrovertible 
fact. Cannon and Co. instead of voint 
ing out that the progressive degunera~ 
tion of Stalinism and Social Democracy 


runs parallel with the decay of capita- 
lism, instead of striking a sharp note 
of werning, are rendering the workers 
uncongsi2us of the terribla danger. 
Cannon and Co. are trvs assisting Stale 
inism and Social Democracy to hatch new 
monstrous crimes against tho masses. 


It is really amazing how many. 
falsehoods and contradictions pcople 
can pack intO a single document. On 
page 12 of the Internal Bulletin #1, as 
we rermsmbor, they admitted that Wt Work 
ers and Yarmors Government!...reprosent~ 
ed sotniing more than the popular dosig- 
nation for the already established dic~ 
tatorship cf tho proletariat." But on 
page 21 "Workers! and Farmors! Govern~ 
moat" is no lerger rogarced as synoni- 
mous with the formulae Dictatorshin of 
the Proletarist but "would ropresent 
merely a@ short episode on the 

(Continued on Page 8) 
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road to the actual dictatorship of 
the proletariat." 


Like a bird hopping from twig to 
twig, the Trotskyite leaders have fine 
ally alighted upon the possibility of a 
"transitional government" formed "by 
the petty bourgeois parties, including 
the Stalinists" as a mere "episode" 
leading towards "actual" dictatorship 
of the proletariat! This is purest de~ 
ception of tho workers. It is a brazon 
distortion of Loninism,for Lenin stres- 
sed that "there can bo no middle ground 
between dictatorshipaf the bourgeoisie 
and dictatorship of tho proletariat.Any 
dream of a third possibility is a reo 
actionary lamentation of a petty—bourg= 
eois" (Bourgeois Democracy and Prolet- 
arian Dictatorship, Thesis adopted by 
the First World Congress of the Commun- 
ist International, 1919). 


In order to show that on this 
point of basic importance the leaders 
of the Socialist Workers Party are in 
complote disagreement with Leninism and 
in a sense are tail-onding Browder, we 
shall subject their "theoretical" con- 
tradictions to a closer inspection. Thoy 
speak of the establishment of a "Work- 
ers and Farmers Government." Sheuid 
the workers support such a government? 
According to tho position in the docu~ 
mont on page 18—Yes! for that is the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. Bu t 
according to the premise on page 21 
such a government is not actual dictate 
Orship of the proletariat but an epi- 
sode on the road to such a dictatorship, 
and since Lenin points out that there 
is either dictutorship of tho prolet~ 
ariat or the dictatorship of the bourg- 
eoOisic, it is clear that the "Workors! 
and Farmers! Govornment" of page 21 must 
be overthrown in order to establish the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. The 
Trotskyites, however, do not sw that 
the "short episode" mst bo removed by 
revolution. Consequently they are ready 
to support bourgeois dictatorship — in 
some Left bourgeois democratic forme 


The matter is far more serious than 
it sppears at first sight. The Stalinist 
reaction in the first proleturi.n State 
to preserve its burocratic system has 
been prevonting the spread of the revol-~ 
ution in other countrics. Holding an 
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enormous section of the international 
proletariat under their sinister spell 
the Stalinists have beon betraying the 
workers through their zigzag line of ul- 
tra-Loftist adventurism and ultra—Right 
People's Frontism. They block the path 
to the revolution by setting up a deadly 
trap—the People's Front Government— 
which preserves in tact the power of 
capital. The Stalinist Judases in their 
cold-blooded desien to betray the masses 
dopict thoir “united front government," 
& snare to paralyze the workers, as a 
government serving the intcrests of the 
prolotariat: 


"If with such an upsurge of the 
Mass movement it will prove possible 
and necessary, in the interests of 
the prolotariat, to croate a prolet— 
arian united front government,or an 
anti-fascist people's front govern- 
mont, which is not yet a government 
of tho proletarian dictatorship, but 
one which undertakes to put into ef- 
fect decisive measures against fasc~ 
ism ani reaction, the Communist Party 
imst soe to it that such a government 
is formod."(Resolution of the Seventh 
Congress, Daily Worker, Septembor 14, 
1935. Our omphasis.) 


The experienco in Spin where the 
"anti-fascist people's front government 
eoceeeseeput into cffact decisive measures 
aguinst fascism ind reaction" by mai ne 
tuining the entire staff of Fascist gen- 
erals 4nd the bloodthirsty cutthroats of 
the Foreign Lozion 1s « conclusive proof 
of the base treachery of Stalinism. 


Tho Stalinists prosonted the "unit- 
ed-front <overnment," - a counter-rev- 
Olutionary trap - as a bride leading 
towards the establishment of 4 workers 
ropublic — or as the Trotskyites put 
it, "a short episode on the road to the 
actual dictatorship of the proletariat." 


In view of the Stxlinist prosent 
ultra-Rightist zigzaz, tho scandulous 
work of Cannon and Co. of sproeadin,; the 
deadliest Stalinist poison, such as 
contuined on page 21 of their document 
"The Death Azony of Capitalism and the 
Tusks of the Fourth International" stands 
out clear in the noon-day sun. 


Let us examine briefly the follow 


ing point in that document. 


"The Fourth Internutional demands 
employment and decent living condi- 
tions for ALL" (p.4. Our capitils.) 


This is the position of a petty~ 
bourgeois society of the Brotherhood of 
Man, not of the revolutionary prolet- 
ariat. In the process of ruthless class 
conflict the workers are not concerned 
with insuring decent living conditions 
to their enemies,the modern slave-hold- 
ers. And even after the workers over- 
throw the bourgeoisie they are not par- 
ticularly worried about the condition 
of the bourgeois generals, munition 
makers, stOck exchange sharks, jailer s, 
detectives and other scum. Class 
struggle exacts sacrifices. As a mate 
ter of policy the toilers must strivs 
with all their might to shift the burd- 
en of sacrifices upon the shoulders of 
Other classes before and also after es- 
tablishing their own government. 


"But we say that when it is the 
question of freeing millions of 
toilers from exploitation, the gove 
ernment which would stop short of 
placing the sacrifices upon other 
classes would be not a socialist out 
a traitorous government." (Lenin, 
Report to the VII Congress of Sov- 
iets, Dec. 1919.) 


But the Trotskyits leaders, while 
wage slavery and the power of the ex 
ploiters are very much in evidence, are 
bent upon insuring "decent living con- 
ditions" for all, whica naturally inc 
ludeg the bourgeois vermin. And this, 
the workers ure told, is a line leading 
"toward class struggle and not class 
collaboration"! 


On page 7 of Bhiletin #2 we meet 
the demand "Reopen Idle Plants." This 
48 but paraphrasing Browder's reaction 
ary cry "Pot America back to work", and 
recalls to mind the old reformist dem 
and "Open the factories!" 


The "transition program" is fairly 
reeking wfth reformism and petty-bourg~ 
e0is notions of "right" of labor. Lib- 
erals who imagine that the capitalist 
system is the final word in the evolu- 


JQ = 


tion of mankind, and sly watchdogs of 
the bourgeoisie fearing the workers! 
threat tO capitalism, urge the removal 
of the vices and abuses of their system 
and become highly articulate in promote 
ing the workers! "right" to employment. 
The Trotskyite "Marxists" write: "The 
right to employment is the only scrious 
right left to the worker in a society. 
based upon exploitation. This right 
today is being shorn from him at every 
step." (Internal Bullotin #1, ps5). 


Thus the "right" to de oxpleited 
in 2a society based upon exploitation is 
a "serious right" declare quite serious- 
ly the Trotskyites. 


Strangely onaugh, the capitalists, 
under Roosevelt, are also bending their 
efforts to reestablish this "right" of 
the toilers and reemploy the millioss 
of jobless. And even Fascist Germany 
is striving to roduce unemployment to a 
minimum, thus "protecting" tho workers 
in their "right to employment." 


The workors through a century and 
a half of struggle which claimed fright- 
ful sacrifices on their part did win 
certain rights for thembelves. But the 
"right to omployment" could never be a 
mong them because it is not a right, it 
is the basic condition of their en- 
slavement. 


The Stalinists during the "Third 
Periog" did not hide the fact that 
Roosevelt is a tool of the most power-~ 
ful trusts and Wall Street bankers. It 
is only aftor the Seventh Congress 
which gave "official" ganction to the 
ultra-right zigzag that tho Browd ers 
began to represent Roosevelt as impot- 
ently retreating before the big mag- 
nates of finance and today as occupying 
a position of struggle against Wall 
Street's intorests. Tho Trotskyists 
are giving full support to the early 
Rightist Stalinist fakery: 


"All the world was witness to the 
dmpotence of President Roosevelt and 
Premier Blum against the pbottings 
of the '60! or #200 families! of 
their respective nations."(Intéernal 
Bulletin #1, p. 8. Our omphasis-L.L) 


Thue both the Staliniste and the 


Trotskyites 
conscious 


paint Reosevelt, who is a 
agent of American finance 
capital, as an impotent representative 
of the . "people." This. treacherous 
illusion every revolutionist must blast 
away through merciless exposure. 


To divert the workers’ attention 
from the fact that society is divided 
into classes, that the proletariat is 


exploited-and oppressed ‘by ‘the entirt 
bourgeoisie, not only by the multi- 
millionaires but also by the "cock 
roach" capitalists, the Stalinists,dur- 
ing the ultra-~Right line, blurred, al- 
most obliterated, class lines by reduc 
ing tho entire capitalist class of Am 
erica and France to 60 and <00 families, 
respectively. 


"The Communist Party of France 
yesterday concluded its Eighth Con- 
gress with the issuence of a ringing 
manifesto ontitled 'For tho Welfare 
of France,’ calling for tho uniting 
of the French people on the basis of 
a@ program of action, against the 200 
families of financiors that today 
dominate France, for a happy, free, 
strong France." (Duily Worker, Janvu- 
ary 27, 1936.) 


The “unity of tha people" 
ainst" the families of financiers is 
supported by Sociulists and some other 
opportunists and mislcaders of the wor- 
kers. The Trotskyites carry this sug- 
ary deception a step further and push 
the Stalinist "program of action" for- 
ward by introducing the following 
“transitional demand": 


" age 


"Thus, in answer to the pathetic 
jeremiads of the gentlemen-democrats 
anent the dictatorship of the '60 
Families! of the United States or 
the '200 Families! of France, we 
counterpoise the demand for tho ex~ 
propriation of these 60 or 200 feud 
alistic capitalist overlords." (Int-~ 
ernal Bulletin #1, p. 9.) 


Anyone who studied Lenin's wit- 
ings on imperiulism knows that financi- 
@l oligarchy through interlocking dir- 


ectorates and participation in thous~ 
ands of commercial, industrial and 
banking enterprises is rootcd in tho 


comploto contro] of tho Stato machinery. 
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There can be no expropriation of the 
*60 Families" without the overthrow of 
the capitalist system, the establish- 
ment of the proletarian State and the 
expropriation of the entire class of 
exploiters. To separate the "60 Famil- 
ies" from the rest of the capitalist 
class, to prosent the question of the 
expropriation of finance capital as a 
"transitional demand" on the basis of 
existence of the capitalist State is 
to stifle the class struggle of the 
proletariat against the bourgeoisie, is 
to practice pursst political fakery. 


The trump card in the "revo- 
lutionary transitional program" of Can- 
non, Shachtman and Co. turns out to de 
the following all-too-familiar reform— 
ist baggage: 


"Both to provide jobs to all 
those unable to find work in ordin- 
ary industry and to supply the 
immediate allotment of twenty bil- 
lion dollars (one-half the cost to 
the U.S. Wot atthe) islastr™ war) (tors 
large scale program of useful pub- 
lic works and for low rental modern 
housing, such rental to bo at a 
figure to covor the cost of upkeep 
alone, with all other costs covered 
by public funds; all work done on 
the public works program to be gov— 
erned by vunion standards of hours 
and wages, not to be less than$30 
per weak."(Internal Bulletin #2 p.8) 


It is only too startlingly obvious 
that, when it is thoroughly siftod of 
lofty abstractions and pompous revolu 
tionary-sounding verbiage, the concoc- 
tion entitlod tho "revolutionary trans— 
itional program" is nothing more nor 
less than an odd assortment of reform 
ist panaceas for saving the capitalist 
system. "For a Bigger and Broader New 
Deal" would be perhaps a thousand times 
more appropriate title. Despite Roose- 
velt's heavy borrowings from practical 
reformism, it must be frankly said that 
in his domagogic reference to "the 
forgotton man" he does not resort to 
"Socialist" language, neither does he 
wrap hig program for the recovery of 
American capitalism inte Red ecllophane. 


"Bolshovik—Leninigm" 
Obvious, boils down to 


Trotskyite 
today, ait te 
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nothing more than a weary repetition of 
Stalinist Popular Frontism. 
* * * & * * 
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f/* HAT is the fundamental nature of 
Cannon's and his colleagues! opportun~ 
ism? Why this vicious circle of "inde- 
pendence," liquidation, "independence" 
again and fresh liquidation? What are 
the fundamental tasks of the revolution- 
ary proletariat today which aro shunned 
by Trotsky and the Trotskyist leaders? 


As wo have brought out some time 
before, Cannon's becoming a Trotskyite 
was induced not by an innor political 
conviction. After the Sixth Congress 
of the Comintern, there are conclusive 
indications that Cannon became certain 
that Lovestone would for sometime rern- 
ain the master of the American Party. 
It appeared that only with Trotsky's 
return to leadership was there a possi- 
bility of hoisting Lovestone out of the 
seat of power. In such event one did 
not need to be too perspicacious t 0 
grasp that a leader standing with Trot~ 
sky before victory would without doubt 
reenter the Communist Party to become 
tts titular head. When Cannon and his 
group were expelled, neither: 
the party members nor the workers out- 
side wore in a position to suspect his 
objective in supporting Trotsky. They 
knew Only what Cannon told them in his 
paper The Militant,and in his speeches, 
namely, that he and his faction had 
been gestating within the Stalinist 
Party to becomo supporters Of the Trot- 
skyist Internutional Left Opposition. 
"We were 'prepared by the past' for our 
place under the Banner of the Inter- 
national Loft Opposition...,.The rich 
experience of tae international strug- 
gle were realized for us,as it were, in 
advance..."(Tho Militant, May 10,1930.) 


This was necessary, for it was 
very puzzling to many people how it was 
that from a position of voting at tho 
VI Congress against the reinstatement 
of Trotsky (July 1928),Cannon'in a few 
brief weeks had’ bocome a Trotskyite 
supporter. 


But inside the Trotskyist organiz— 
ation the truth was lmown. A very ill- 
uminating internal document "The Situ- 


ation in the American Opposition: Pros~ 
pect and Retrospect" by Max Shachtman, 
Albert Glotzer and Martin Abern, June 
1932, revealed certain unpleasant 
things,the very opposite from. what Can- 
non was telling the workers outside. 


"The Cannon group stood upon the 
platform of international Stalinisn, . 
sometimes a little to the Right of 
it and sometimes a little to the 
Left of it.......if anything, it was 
the least ‘international’ of all the 
party groups, and concerned itself 
loss than any others with such ques-~ 
tions as the British General Strike, 
and the Anglo-Russian Committees, the 
Chinese Revolution, or the struggles 
within the Russian Party...-it spent 
moro time upon secondary tactical 
questions in this country than upon 
a discussion of the theory of social- 
ism in one country, upon which it 
did indeed spond no time at all." 


Thus according to the leading mem 
bers of his own organization who had 
been together with him in the Stalinist 
Party,the Cannon clique of opportunists 
made their unprincipled jump toward 
Trotsky without even the necessary deep 
delving research and study of the polit- 
ical issues involved. Cannon and his 
collaborators even after thoir expulsion 
for a very long period were up to their 
oars in tho Stalinist muck. To prove 
that thore was no principled separation 
from Stalin either, we shall show that 
it is a matter of record that Cannon's 
policies had nothing in common with the 
real issues facing the workers. 


Stalin's ultra-Rightist line hav- 
ing brought ruin and havoc to the Chinese © 
masses, the Usurper in the Kremlin was 
introducing his harrowing"Third Periai", 
the policy of building "Red" unions, and 
Other ultra-Loftist features. But Can- 
non and other Trotskyites thon were 80 
wide of the truth as to ronder valuable 
assistance to Stalin. In the process @& 
gathering power into his hands Stalin, 
after crushing Zineviev, Kamenev, Radek 
and others, proceeded with his machine 
ations against the "Rights," Bukharin, 
Rykov, Tomsky ;Uglanov, omployine organ- 
izational repressions. With a teueh of 


satisfaction Cannon and his collaborat— 
ors gave the following misleading exp- 
lanation of Stalin's porsocutions: 


"The activities of this right wing, 
have already necessitated organiza~ 
tional measures in the Moscow and 
Other organizations of the Party - a 
proof of the awakening of the prolet- 
arian masses of the Party to this 
danger."(The Militant, Nov. 15, 1928) 


Tightening his 
intern, Stulin was making ready to kick 
out the Lovestone gang who sought a 
measure of autonomy for themselves, and 
replace thom with Browder of the Foster 
gang. Cannon, Saacitman and Co. wholly 
subjoctive in factional matters, "warned" 
the Party membership in the following 
manner’ 


"The Lovestone group leadership, 
by opportunist political outlook,its 
petty-vourgeois origin, its corrupt 
factionalism, its careerism and ad- 
venturism in tho class struggle, IS 
THE GREATEST MENACE TO THE PARTY." 


(Ibid. Capitals ours—LeL.) 
Had Cannon written this in 1925 
when Stalin through his agent, Gussev, 


burocratically imposod the unprincipled 
petty-bourgeois intellectual Lovestone 
and the putrid international adventuror 
John Pepper ag leaders upon the Ameri- 


can section of the Comintern, there 
would have been sw measure of truth in 


his warning. But at that time, after 
he had bitterly fought Pepper-Lovestone 
— and his articles in the Daily Worker 
prove to the hilt that he was fully 
aware of Lovestone's careerism and cor- 
ruption — he went over to Lovestone- 
Pepper-Wolfé. But near the end of 1928, 
when Usurper Stalin was preparing the 
setting for the campaign against the 
corrupt Lovestone clique in order to 
place at the holm the power-thirsty 
political sharks and criminals of the 
Foster-Browder band, Cannon and his 
fellow "revolutionists" hastened to 
“warn"the membership against Lovestono!} 
What greater servico could Stalin ask 
of the leader of the American Trotsky- 
istsl 


And that wasn't all. Cannon fur- 
ther facilitated matters for Stalin — 


+ and not out of rank idiocy 


erip upon the Com 


either. He 
manifested a perceptibly positive at— 
titude towards the Foster-Browler-~Bit- 
telman bandits. Although in their at— 
titude towards Cannon and other Trot- 
skyites, the Fosterites had acted the 
role of informers Cannon continue 4d 
clinging to the Fosterites politically. 
In the first place he printed in the 
Militant the document "The Right Danger 
in the Amorican Party" which had been 
submitted to the Sixth Congress by 
Foster, Bittélman, Cannon and others of 
the Foster-Browder clique. It was a 
purely factional paper directod against 
Lovestone, utterly devoid of political 
contont bearing upon the vital problem 
growing out of the burocratic central-~ 
ization of the first workers State and 
the Comintern. In the same issue of 
the Militant Cannon attempted to con- 
vince his former allies and cronies in 
the Party of the impossibility Ont. 
breaking or even weakening Lovestone's 
grip. Later he criticised the Foster- 
Browder clique for retreating from the 
position of the document "Th e Right 
Danger in the American Party" and at-~ 
tempted for a while to absolve the Fos- 
ter "comrades" from rosponsibility for 
the gangster attack on the Trotskyites. 
"None of the Foster comrades participp 
ated in tho shameful gangster attack." 
(The Militant, December 15, 1928). 


We have no means to asGertnin what 
passed in corrospondence betwoen Cannon 
and Trotsky but it is an interesting 
fact that Trotsky also made a favorable 
gesture toward Foster, who had distin- 
guished himself during the war by sell- 
ing Liberty Bonds and delivering patri- 
otic speeches, whose entire record in 
the C.P.was that of an outright opport- 
vunist, and who was among the first to 
denounce Cannon as 4 Trotskyist. Trot- 
sky wrote: 


"Foster......seemed to mo made of 
more trustworthy material than Love-~ 
stone and Pepper. In Foster's orit- 
icism of the official leadership of 
the Party there wis always much that 
was true and acute. But as far as I 
understand him, Foster is on impori- 
cist. He does not want to, or is 
not able to carry his thinking 
through to the end."(L.Trotsky, The 
Militant, June 1, 1929.) 


Thus Cunnon and Trotsky wore 
¢leuring the way ‘for Stulin to discard 
Lovestone and give the Party to the 
"Fostor comrades." Foster himsol: was 
put on probation, bec.use Stulin hold 
him responsible for the allisnco with 
the Trotskyites in tho Party. Object 
ivaly tho Trotskyist loadors assisted 
the Stalinist process of burocratic 
centr..lization of the Comintern, 


Cannon gave politicul support to 
some of tho worst feutures of the Stal- 
inist turn towird ultru-Leftism He 
and his group were fuvoring tue policy 
of dual-unionism and selrf-determination 
for Negroes. "The Negro question isa 
alsO a nutional question, and the Party 
must raise the slopun of the right of 
self-determination for the Negroes." 
(Militunt, Feb. 15,1929). Their 
"ideas" led thom to the conclusion that 
tho Negro masses must bs led not by the 
American proletariut as a whole but by 
Negro proletariat as against Negro 
petty-bourgeois. (Ibid.) 


Lovestone drew upon himself the 
fire of criticism of the Trotskyist 
leaders because ho was slow in muking 
the leftist turn in the tradc union 
field, and because, in organizing a 
Stalinist-controllod union in the 
needle trades he “unduly delayed while 
opportunities were lost and the Right 
Wing advanced." (Militant, Febuary 15, 
1929.) <All this dove-tailod perfectly 
with Stalin's sly cumpuign to oust the 
"Rights." 


There onsued a lengthy period of 
Opportunist attempts at "correcting" 
Stalin and his Browders. Essentially 
it was a policy of oxplicit antontion 
of unification of the Trotsky and the 
Stalin forces: at the bottom of this 
policy lay tho hopeful waiting for the 
return of Trotsky to power. Meanwhile 
Stalinism was 
ascending spiral of Stulin's personal 
dictatorship. 


The Cannon clique’ without giving 
an analytical attention to the develop~ 
ment of the burocratic pyramid and the 
constant systematic contralization of 
the power of the Usurper within the So-~ 
viet Union and the Comintern, took 
seriously Trotsky's empty hopes and be~ 


taking shape, rising inan 


lioved that tho reunification with the 

Fostor-Browder bandits was a dead cer- 

tainty. Since Trotsky's utopian line 

was "reinstatement into the Commnist 

Party of the Soviet Union with full 

rivchts, of Trotsky and tho othor impri- 

soned sand exilod members of the Russian 

Opposition" (Militant, Nov. 15, 1928), 
it was necessary to spoak of Stalin's» 
eonscious and deliborato betrayals as 

"mistakes" in order to leave the door 

open for reconciliation. 


There began the spread of the 
costly illusion that the St.linized Co- 
mintern und Stulin's burocracy ars two 
distinct ontities. "Wo do not identify 
the Communist International with the 
Stulinist burocracy" (L. Trotsky, Tasks 
of the American Opposition) . 


And oven wien Stalin's Comintern 
became a highly efficient instrument for 
preventing proletarian revolutim and 
bringing on Fascism, the Trotskyite op- 
portunists blinded tho workers! politi- 
cal vision with the following sta t 6= 
ment ¢ 


“Our gifferencog with the Party's 
policy, which isolates it from the 
masses and impedes the revolutionary 
movement in this and othsr countries, 
cénnot eliminate the fact that the 
Communist party is tho only working 
Class party in the fiold, tha only 
revolutionary party, tho only party 
which stands for tho intorests of 
the working class TODAY and TOMOR- 
ROW." (Tho Militant,Oct. 29, 1932.) 


This powerful pro-Stalinist poison 
was given to the workers at the momont 
when Stalinism was consummating its bo- 
trayul in Germany, exactly three months 
before Hitler came to power! What more 
effoctive aid could Stalin ask of the 
"Bolshovik-Leniniste"3 


Thors hag been estublishod botween 
Trotsky and his opportunist hangers-on 
8 systom of mutual shielding and comp- 
lete political unanimty - wnprecodent~ 
ou jn a genuinely Leninist organization, 
It is an historical fact that in the 
Bolshevik Party, which Lenin founded, 
there were continual differences and 
disagreements with Lenin. Lenin him- 


self never hesitated openly to critic- 
ise members of the Party even of the 
highest rank and those closest to him. 
But one has yet to live to discover 
Trotsky criticising Cannon or vice ver- 
sa. Like Stalin's line the line that 
Trotsky lays down for his opportunist 
satcllites is always "correct." 


After Gormany the absurd and cri- 
minal nature of tho polig of “oritical" 
support of Stalin became all topal- 
pable. Stalinism stood out as a gruce 
some counter-revolutionary force o f 
terrific power. All the thoorios eval- 
vating Stalinism, including Trotsky's, 
were subjoctod to the test and provod 
wanting. Tho proletariat wis hopeless- 
ly at sea. History, on peril of new 
catastrophios for the toiling massos, 
demunded that un exhaustive anulysis bo 
made of Stalinism to determine its pro- 
cise chuructor to truco its developmont 
and mako u thorough study of the intor- 
pluy of its two-fold mothods in order 
to fight it correctly. It wis necessa~ 
ry to draw uw balunco of Trotsky's poli- 
cies, recognize their opportunism and 
discurd the luboriously preposterous 
thoorstical confusion with which they 
were backed. It was imporative to ace 
qQuiint the wrkers with the shameful 
role Trotsky playod sinco Lonin's last 
illness. 


But people who exchange Bolshevik 
boots for opportunist ones and  leé.ve 
the solid ground of Leninism cunnot ex-~ 
tricato themselves from tne muck by 
their own boot-straps. 


Trotsky not only did not make an 
attompt in the direction of a penetrate 
ing, sober und frunk examination of his 
policy since 1922 — u policy which as- 
sistod St..lin to tho sout of powr and 
brought tromendous injury to tho world 
toiling massos — but in actuality cov- 
ered up both Stalin's and his own basic 
policies, purticulurly on Gormany. 
Without cutting the umbilical cord that 
united him with Stulin, Trotsky added 
to his bewildoring structure of half- 
truths and outright fulselioods a @cand~ 
alous re-evaluation of Social Democracy, 
thus becoming politicully tied to both 
reactionary Internutionsls. 

Mo.wnwhile 


Cunnon and his clique 


without doubt must have perused all or 
nearly :11 of Trotsky's writings ahd 
also the Stalinist documents and mutor- 
fals and havo bocomo fully acquainted 
with the hard, impcrishablo facts which 
told the shocking story 6éf Trotsky's 
wietched policy of covering up, peace- 
making and capitulation. Wero thoy rev- 
Olutionists wnose actions wero motivat- 
ed oxclusively by the interosts of the 
proletariat and all opprossod, they 
would long ago havo broken with Trotsky, 
would have rovealed the whole truth ab-= 
out him, and have clearod the clutter 
and confusion with which he has oncumb- 
orod tho path to revolutionary clarity 
and policies. They would have oriented 
toward advanced workers and consistent 
ly fought all opportunism, particularly 
the Stulinist machine which is the main 
enemy within the workingcluss. Th ey 
aid none of these things. They still 
cling to Trotsky in the vague hope of 
Stalin's eventual fall and  Trotsky's 
return to powr,which hope is a substi- 
tute for the original "beautifil" dream 
of pouce-making und reconciliation. It 
must be kept in mind that while Trotsky 
was dreaming of "correcting" Stalin the 
latter plunged tha masses in the Soviet 
Union and the masses of China, Germany, 
Austria and Spain into 4 ghustly night- 
mare. And if a Leninist force strong 
onough to defeat Stalinism, Trotskyism 
and all other opportunist curronts does 
not arise in time,thsre can be no doubt 
that the present Trotskyist spceculatién 
will holp bring cqually ghastly results 
to tho workers*of America, France and 
othor countrics. 


By tho law of antithesis to the 
grim historical roality, the Trotskyist 
leaders, lacking Marxist armor and the 
Leninist sword of truth, are unablo to 
run the gauntlet of fire of Stalinism. 


With Stalinism growing more blood- 
thirsty and ferocious, and Trotskyism 
being its peronnial targot, Cannon and 


Coe have no illusion of the possibility 
of contimous orginizational indepénd- 
ence without the danger of facing a 
head-on collision with the Browdor 
machine. To pursue the contral task 
facing the workers und put up an effece- 
tive struggle against Stalinism, with- 
out at tho same timo exposing Trotsky, 
ig out of the question. On the other 
hand, an attempt to carry on independ- 
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ent "mass" work inevitably must lead ve 
an open clash with Stalinism. Finding 
themselvés caught in an insoluble cont- 
radiction, there is really no other es- 
cape for Cannon and Co., no safe "part- 
icipation in the class struggle" except 
to take rofuge in some "comfortable" 
swamp for a year or two. It is under 
tho gtress of this contradiction that 
Cannon strungbes in their infancy the 
parties he greatos, and loads off hig 
trusting followers on "gtrunge” tang~ 
ents ag tho entry into the Socialist 
Party snd now into the American Labor 
Party. The basic Trotskyite muclous 
will not be liquidated of course. 
Visualizing their cherished dream of 
Trotsky returning to power eventually 
tuking form,the Trotskyite leudors will 
endeavor to keop their forces intact 
within the A.L.P. To afford an outlet 
for the pent-up ocmotions, they will bo 
periodically mobilizing their followers 
for a public meeting to "defend" Trot- 
sky aguinst new Stalinist frume-ups.e. 
Once they burrow into the A.L.P. they 
will attompt to remuin there for a 
couple of yeurs~if they ure not kicked 
out before. 
Opportunist objective in viow,they will 
in picturesque Shuchtmanite 1 anguage 
give a vague Outline of "revolutionary" 
work to thoir unsuspecting followers. 
And if "igdepondence" is again imposed 
upon them thay will resume thoir gums, 
spinning it into the fumiliar grooves. 
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J\ word about tho line of C.mnon's 

loyal "opposition" is in place. Hal 

Druper and others do not show an ink 
ling of realization that there is a 
hidden motive in Cunnon's position. 

Failing to grasp that Trotsky's entire 
poat-Loninist -policy is inscparable 
from the lina laid down in tho "rovolu- 
tionary transitional -program" and on 
the labor party question, they divide 
Trotekyiem, accepting the promise with- 
out @ note of doubt, support the refor- 
mist “revolutionary transitional prog— 
ram” but imagine they are execubing a 
etroke of Marxist strategy by bilking 


at the accoptunce of Cannon's Labor 
Party line which is the conclusion 
drawn from that "progrum' and which 


flows directly from the entiro position 
of Trotskyiem. Such incredibly nuive 


Holding their own private. 


"opposition" can be only welcomed by 

Troteky and his satellites. Its exiat~ 

ence "proves" that there is "democracy" 

within the Trotskyist erganization. 

However, euch spurious "domocracy" is 

practiced with alacrity by Lovestone 

and all other cunning burocrats who 

havo secured an unshakeable control of 

the organizational apparatus. Execute - 
ing a carefully conceived plan, Cannon 

Shachtman and Co., whose resourcefud- 

noss of transforming myth into fuct one 

can. only marvel at, will goon asserte 

ing vehemently that the movement for a 
Labor party even in the period of col» 
lapse Of capitaliem is progressive. 

Woeling up thoir batteries of sophistry, 
employing Cannon's superb t e ch nique 
they will with relativo euse demolieh 
their timid "opposition." 
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O the sincere mombers of the S.W.P. 
who are vitally concerned with the rev~ 
Olutionary interests of the masses we 
say: Trotskyism is Occupying an oppor- 
tunist position on every important is- 
sue confronting the proletariat. On 
the question of organizational indepen- 
dence, on Social Democracy, on the nat- 
ure of a Lubor Party, on war, Trotsky 
has broken with Bolshovism. Trotskyiam 
sQws confusion concerning Stulinism and 
4s spreading deception about its om 
movoment. Broak with Trotskyism! Help 
build an independent Marxist Party! 


The road toward the building of a 
new Communist Party today lies not al- 
ong the lines of "mags" oricntation ad 
vocatod in various forma by tho Trote 
skyists,tho Lovestoneites and all othor 
peeudo-Marxist groups. There are no 
ultra-short roads to the masses. The 
historical bridge to the masses is the 
proletarian vanguard. The utopian 
"“nass" oriontation is advanced for the 
sole reason that its advocatos are un- 
able or unwilling to stand against the 
aggrassivo Stalinist tide. The correct 
path to the building of a now Communist 
party with a view to reaching the mass- 
es lies exclusivoly in the dirSotion of 
Class-conscious workors distributed 
within and around the Stalinist, Trote 
skyist, Lovestoneite, Socialist and 
Other orgunizations. Above all, the 
policy must be directed toward freeing 
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the workers from the deadly grip of 
Stalinism. Without destroying the Sta- 
linist- machine of counter-rovolution in 
at least one imporvant country an impe- 
erialist war und the continuous rise ¢ 
Fascism are not merely a possibility 
but are a certainty. 


In the conduct of imperiulist war 
and in the proceas cf introducing Fasce 
idem, the Amorican bouvgevlsie wlll rece 
eive from the Labor Party vizuabls ass 
istunco. Revolutionary workers must 
exercise keon vision in their politics. 
It is madness to boliove Gannon, Snuacht- 
man and Co. that the Labor Party can be 
led "in a revolutionary direction" "tou 
ward class struggle not glass collabor- 
ation"; that they are peoplo performing 
miruclese 


These people whose 
rooted in opportunist considerations; 
who care nothing whatever about the 
revolutionary direction; whe never 
themselves practiccd gorujine political 
independence, for yeurs hiurgine cn to 
the Stulinist “Purty" who have beon 
"pushing" Stalinism towaré. tho "Lonine 
ist path" in reality aceisting the Sta 
linists to botriy the masses to Fascism 
("All oyes to tho Contmmnist Party, "ote; 
seo IN DEFENSE OF BCLSHEViISM #3 and 5); 
who in 1944 got buay "pushing" alao the 
Sociul Democracy; these poople who with 
machine-like precision are warching in 
a reactionary direution uve sot out to 
perform’miracles aud "push" trenselves 
and u reformist purty whien is ullied 
with Republicens and Domocrats, to inde 
ependence, to "laud" it in «4 revolu- 
tionury direction? It is «4 thousand 
pit*res that muny honest workers rerain 
priscnors of the Opportunists wi.0 oxp~ 
ertly hundlo foggy, spectacular phrusos 
and for wnose crimes the world prolet- 
ariat is puying u staggering price in 
agony und blood. 


policies are 


Once mores break with bankrupt 
Trotskyism! Join the Leninist Leuguo! 
Help to develop a poworful cumpaign of 


-exposure of Stalinism and overy other 
Opportunism within the working clase: 


Remember Lonin's paidiuz wo cds 
whieh, tosted in life, wore briiliar iy 
proven correst in Russia in 1517 ani, 
in a negative way, in other courtcices 


"Tho imperialist opoch does nct 
tolerate the existence in One pariiy 
of both sho vanguard of the rovolw 


tionary pralatariat and tha seni- 
petty-yourgeois aristceracy of the 
working cluss which onjuys c.vme 
from the nrivileges of ‘its? nation 


situated as a Greats Power ! Tie 
Old thocry about opportinism ve ing 
a 'logitimato shade’ of a wiited 
parity, @ party tha, avoids 
extromos® has now turned into the 
greatest deception cf tno workers 
end the greatost hindrance to th 6 
labor movement. (Lenin, Collapse of 
tho ‘Second International.) 


FIGHT: FOR THE POLITICAL AND ORGAN- 
IZATIONAL UNITY AND INDEPENDENCE OF 
REVOLUIZCNLETS AND AGAINST ORGANIZ- 
ATIQNAL AND THEREFORE POLITICAL UNITY 
WITH OPPORTUNISM! 


AGAINST CHE DECEPTIVE "MASS" LINE 
AND FAKE POLICIES OF “REVOLUTIONARY 
TRANSITIONAL DEMANDS" CONDUCTED BY PEO~ 
PLE WHO TRAMPLE UPON LENINISM, AND FOR 


A LENINIST LING OF UNRELENTING STRUGGLE 


TO WREST THE WORKING CLASS 
FROM THE OPPORTIUNISTS$ 


VANGUARD 


FOR THE DEVENSE OF THE REMNANTS OF 
OCTOBER ~ THE SOCIALIZED INDUSTRY - AND 
A MERCILESS SUEUGGLE AGAINST THE USURP— 
ING STALINIST BUROCRACY — BE TH ERE 
PEACE OR WAR 


AGAINST THE SUPPORT OF IMPERIALISM 
ALLIED WITH STALIN AND FOR ITS REVOLU~ 
TIONARY OVERTHROW! 


FOR A LENINIST — NOT A @ROTSKY~ 
IST —- FOURTH INTERNATIONAL) 


